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Neverend Sir, 


Tur motives which prompt this Addreſs 
to you cannot be perſonal ones. We are 
entirely ſtrangers to each other; and there 
is no probability of our ever becoming ac- 
quainted. Vou have preſented to the 
world your opinions on ſome very weighty 
matters: and as thoſe opinions have caſual. 
ly fallen under my conſideration, I ſee. no 
reaſon, why I may not preſent to you my 
eſtimation of them, and the ground on a which 
I 9 them. 


40 Had tt honoured with your conf: 
dence ” previous to your undertaking your 
Guide to the Church and your Letter to 
"—_ r 


Mrs. Hannah More; I ſhould certainly 
have recommended you, not to write at all. 
Since you had no friend near you to give 
you this advice, it remains for me, now 
that you have written, to endeavour to ſhew 
you, that, in ſome inſtances, you have 
written to no purpoſe, and, in others, to a 
bad one. 


It was with much a that 1 obſerved 
you labouring to revive the diſcuſſion of 
certain doctrinal ſubjeQs which, though 
debated, at intervals, during a long ſeries 
of years, and explored by men of the moſt 
eminent talents and laborious reſearch, re- 
main to this hour undetermined: inſomuch, 
that an uniformity of opinion reſpecting 
them ſeems as remote from our attainment 
and expeQation, as when they firſt became 
| the ſubjef of difference and diſcuſſion. F 


Wich reipe to the doQrines of Predef- 
tination and Perſonal Election, which you, 
in your Guide to the Church, peremptorily 
diſallow; and which the Church, in her 
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Guide to you, as | pereinptotily aſſerts, 1 
decline entering into any argument; as I 
really have not the arrogance to believe, 
that I have the talent of adjuſting a contro- 
verſy, which the ableſt divines and the moſt 
acute reaſoners have not been able to de- 
termine. To recommend you or any other 
writer to forego the agitation of theſe points, 
would be an aſſumption of authority, to 
which I muſt be vain indeed to pretend: 
and I ſhould cheriſh a hope altogether for- 
lorn, if I expected to be attended to by 
thoſe, with whom the weighty teſtimony of 
experience will not prevail. I may how- 
ever be permitted to obſerve, that the 
Chriſtian world has been divided long 


enough by diſputations on theſe ſubjeis. 


The efficacy of argument has been tried to 
the utmoſt : and the reaſoning of the Guide 
to the Church, on theſe dottrines, ranks 
with a thouſand other unavailing labours, 
To'dwell on the article of our Church on 
theſe ſubjeQs, would be a waſte of time; as 
the Apologiſt for Brotherly Love has ſuffici- 
e e 


avowed by ſome whom 1 have known, that 
the articles of our Church are become ob- 
ſolete, and their authority ſuperceded by, 
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ently availed himſelf of the unguarded con: 


dition -in which you placed yourſelf, by 
publicly contradicting the voice of chat 
Church to which you profeſſed to be a con- 
duttor. How you ſurmount the difficulty 
which this article throws in your way, as a 
ſubſcriber to its truth, while you ſeek to 
overturn it from its baſis, is not my buſi- 


neſs to ſurmiſe. I have no doubt chat your 


view of your own condudt is ſuch as to re- 
concile it to your conſcience: and I would 
not appear, for a moment, to queſtion the 
ſincerity of your purpoſe, when you ſub- 


ſcribed the articles at your ordination and 


ſubſequent induction. The, good ſenſe 
which you have evinced, and the integrity 
which you have preſerved, | muſt. prevent 


vou from being ſuſpected of being a ſharer 


in the novel ſentiment which has been ex- 
ultingly, and, of courſe, unbluſhingly 


what they denominate, the ſuperior illumi- 


nation and liberal ſpirit of more enlightened 
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times. As I ſhall have occaſion to refer te 
the articles again, before I conclude ; I beg 
leave to obviate an objeQion, not unlikely 
to be made againſt what may be deemed the 
| hacknied obtruſion of articles of belief, as 
authoritative evidences. © That they have 
the force of authoritative evidence to thoſe 
who have ſubſcribed to them, is a point, 
which I cannot give up, until my idea of the 
meaning and purpoſe of ſubſcription is total- 
ly changed: and that the uſe of them ig 
hacknied, will not be allowed to have weight 
as an objeQtion, as long as a reference to 
them is rendered neceſſary by the diſcor- 
dant opinions of ſome of ms un mem ö 
re of o our Church. ee en 


1 your Guide t to the - bby p. 297. 
you refer to Mr. Wilberforce for the fol- 
lowing paſſage, which you evidently intend 
| ſhould be conſidered as juſtly and fairly 
collected from his Practical View : The 
es obſervance of the moral precepts of the 
* en enforced by the awful conſidera. 


BJ 
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« cording to his works, 1s “ vain viſdom 
« and falſe philoſophy.” No, Sir, you 
muſt allow me to aſk, whether you really 
imagined that this gentleman intended to af. 
ſert, that 5 the obſervance of the moral pre- 


“ cepts of the Goſpel, enforced by ſuch an 


te awful conſideration, was vain wiſdom and 
« falſe philoſophy ?”. If you did, the ap- 
probation, which in other parts of your work 
you have paid to his ability and-piety, muſt 


appear to be, in the higheſt degree, diſinge- 
nuous: and we are compelled to queſtion 


the fincerity of. your praiſe, almoſt as much 


as we do the juſtneſs of the cenſure which 


you endeayour to eſtabliſh on this perverſion 
of his language. That you deſigned to miſ- 


repreſent him, God forbid I ſhould ima- 


gine. That you have done ſo, will be evi- 
dent to any one who will take the ſlighteſt 
ſurvey of the entire paſſage, to which you 
refer, as it ſtands in the original work. 
And that you have been culpably careleſs, 
in this inſtance, is a fact, which I ſtate for 
your conſideration; and beg leave to add a 
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recommendation of greater caution in fu- 
ture, leſt you ſhould again be guilty of 
charging upon a writer an opinion, which 
the whole tenor of his life and writings de- 
cidedly and glaringly oppoſes ; and of which 
the very proof to which you appeal, affords 
not a ſhadow of foundation, 


Ina 8 page of your book,“ I 
met with an aſſertion which not only arreſted 
my attention, but excited my aſtoniſhment. 
You therein declare, concerning principles 
and practice, © that there are no two things 
& inthe world which, through the deceitful- 
& neſs of the human heart, are oftener at va- 
« riance. with each other.” And you add, 
6« The general language of Scripture agrees 
« with this poſition.” What, Sir! does 
Scripture countenance this novel doctrine 
of the very frequent, nay, as you intimate, 
the general diſcordance of principles and 


— 


301. 
„ 


praflice? When the Goſpel inculcates 
principles of holineſs, is it, ipſo fatto, pro- 


moting unholy practices? If indeed there 
is no conneftion between principles and 


practice, but, on the contrary, a prevailing 
oppoſition ; on what ground do you labour 
to diſſeminate evangelical principles among 


the congregation in which you miniſter? I. 


this opinion of yours be allowed, it muſt | 
follow, that you would have provided moſt 
effeQually for the preſervation of the pratti- 
cal unity of the Church, by repreſenting 
ſchiſm as a virtue, and propagating the priq- 
apes of diſſenſon. 


In page 3125 you ſpeak of “ faith, repen- 


“ tance, and good works through the operation 
"6 of the Spirit, as the conditions upon which 


& God engages to vouchſafe juſtification to 
& man,” Now, compare this aſſertion with 
the beginning of the 12th article of our 


Church; which declares that good works 


are the fruits of faith, and follow after juſ- 
tification. Either this is wrong, or you are 
not right. Good works cannot be a preli- 
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mina condition of juſtification, if juſtiſi- 
cation muſt take place in order to their ve- 
ry exiſtence as good works. So very clear 
a caſe makes argument needleſs, 


On the difference of opinion between 
yourſelf and Mr. Wilberforce. reſpetting 
the preaching of the eſtabliſhed Clergy, 1 
purpoſely withhold my ſentiments. As 2 
member of their body, my defence of them 
might ſubject me to the obvious charge of 
partiality ; and my cenſures would expoſe 
me to the imputation - of i invidiouſneſs.* 


— 4 
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* In Mr, D's Letter to Mrs, Hannah More he repre- 
ſents her as thinking that the Clergy of the eſtabliſh- 
„ed Church are negligent in the diſcharge of their im- 
© portant truſt.” Mr. D. can beſt tell, with what view 
he afcribes to Mrs. H. More this opinion, of which no 
trace or ſhadow can be diſcovered in her writings ; 
which, on the contrary, uniformly diſplay an earneſt 
and deliberate purpoſe of vindicating and exalting the 
public character of the eſtabliſhed Clergy, and of ex- 
citing a general ſentiment of reſpect and eſteem for 
their perſons and functions. As I ſhall have occaſion 
to point out another inſtance of Mr, D's creative imagi- 


40 


My reaſon for taking notice of this part of 
your work, was, that I might quote from it 
an obſervation which cannot be too often 
repeated: You declare that * the grand 
object which they (the Clergy) have be- 


& fore them is, ſo to preach the doctrine of 


& the croſs, that no erroneous concluſion 


& may be drawn from it.” A grand object 


indeed. An objett ſo important, and de- 
manding ſuch labour, watchfulneſs, ſtudy, 
and ability ; that, if the. miniſters of the 
Goſpel were all duly aware of the magnitude 
and difficulty of the work to which they are 
called; the amuſements of the field, the 


card-table, and the ball-room would never 
henceforth exhibit a Clorizal attendant. | 


Returning once more to the work under | 
conſideration, I obſerve, that *y0u have quot- 


ed the ad and 4th verſes of the 15th chapter 


U — — 8 7 
22— — 
— 


* 


wm nation; I deſire to remind him, that a certain privilege, 
which is generally granted to Poets, is not commonly 
allowed to Divines, | 


* P. 294. 


11 


of St. John in ſupport of an opinion which 
you there endeavour to maintain. If it is 
not an unfair queſtion, I would aſk, why 
you did not take a little notice of the gth 
yerſe of this fame chapter, If you over- 
looked it, it was a pity ; as it is really a ve- 
ry important one: but, if you paſſed it by, 
becauſe it threatened to embarraſs your plan 
of interpretation of the other two verles, it 
was a greater pity ſtill, 


As far 38 1 am able to ;udge the force of 
words, this 5th verſe is a death-blow to the 
concluſion which you have drawn from the 
| Other two verſes: and I think the moſt bi- 
gotted ſupporter of this concluſion of yours 
muſt acknowledge, that this gth verſe af- 
fords, at leaſt, as much evidence to the opi- 
nion which you oppoſe; as the ad and ach 
can poſſibly be made to e to che op 

nion * you maintain.“ | 


* 
n 


—_ — 


1 On this ſubject I wiſh to ſubjoin another obſerva- 
tion, It appears to me, that the union which Mr. 


% 
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J eannot cloſe theſe few detached obſer- 
vations on your Guide to the Church, with- 


— —c_ ©. A. Ae 
— 


Daubeny has in contemplation, and conſiders as exem- 
plified by the parable of the vine, is that viſible union 
which baptiſm conſtitutes between the profeſſing diſci- 
ple and the Chriſtian Church. There are perſons, not 
a few, who conſider the union alluded to in this para- 
ble, as areal, ſpiritual, vital union between the ſoul 
of the true believer and the perſon of the Redeemer, 
To ſuch perſons Mr, D's reaſonings muſt appear nuga- 
tory.—I take this opportunity of recommending to the 
confideration of Mr. D. and my readers, che following 
extract from the writings of a member of our Church: 
whoſe pious labours in the promotion of the knowledge. 
of the truth place him far above human praiſe. 

« I take occafion in this place, to cotrect the order 


in which the Tranſlators/ of our Teftament have placed 


the words of the ſecond verſe of ibe 15th chapter of 
St. John's Goſpel, which certainly enervates the ſenſe,, 
and is indeed repugnant to the whole teſtimony of 
God's word on this important doctrine. T he original 
text they have very properly tranflated, but a ſubſequent 
verſe might have taught them, that in the | order of 
placing the words they have erred : Tav xAnua ty 401 Wn 
Prov c . The literal tranſlation of which is 
no doubt as they have rendered it. Every branch in me 
that beareth not fruit, &c. But when the Lord Jeſus 
in a following verſe declares, He that abideth in me? 


— x —ẽͥ— — 


: 13 


out expreſſing a hope, chat the cultivation 
of that charity, to which T'truſt' you are no 
ſtranger, will, in due time, abate that appa- 
rent ſpirit of intolerance, which ſome parts 
or . writings afford n. to hw ond to 


1 


. ” _— — * * * _ 


and I in him, the ſame bringeth forth much fruit ; ; 
they ought to have known that there could be no 
branch really in Chriſt but what muſt bring forth. fruit. 


Had they therefore only transpoſed the words, (and 


which every critical reader of the original text cannot 
but know, they might have done without the leaſt vio- 
lence to the rules of grammar) and placed the pronoun 
£1494, . with its prepoſition after the verb Trgoy, inſtead of 


putting it before it, the ſenſe would have been - clear 


and intelligible, and conſonant to the unifotm doftrine 
of Scripture; for then it would have been, every branch 
that beareth not fruit in me ; obviouſly meaning, what 
all Scripture aſſerts, and experience proves, that there 
can be no fruit but in, and from Chriſt, Without him 
we can do nothing. From me (as he ſays by the Pro- 
phet) is thy fruit found, Hoſea xiv. 8.— And every 
plant which my heavenly Father hath not As hall 


be rooted up, Matt. xv. 13.” 


The foregoing criticiſm will be found in an admĩra- 
ble little Tract, on the intereſting ſubje& of the Union 
with Chrift, written by Dr, Hawker, 3 


5 10 
Laying aſide, therefore, the Guide to the 
Church, I take up your Letter to Mrs. 
Hannah More: and in this latter work, I 
am reminded of an obſervation, which oc- 
_ curred to me in reading the former. You 
bbjedt to the ſenſe and extent in which -the 
word faith is uſed by the authors of the 
Practical View and the Striftures. Of 
courſe, your acceptation of the term, and 
theirs differ conſiderably : yet, you perſiſt 
in combating the reaſonings which they ap- 
ply to faith, in their view of it, by arguments 
founded upon your view of it. Much la- 
bour and time might have been ſpared to 
you and your readers, had you conſidered, 
that while two perſons uſe a term in a ſenſe 
widely different, they may reaſon for ever 
upon it, and never convince or confute. 
Indeed, it needed no ſpirit of divination to 
have foreſeen (what now plainly appears) 
that after all you could ſay on this ſubject, 
you would leave the point exactly as you 
found it. 


| Another leading and comprehenſive er- 
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ror in your Letter, appears, in your treat- 
ing thoſe paſſages of tlie Strictures, which 
ſpeak of the connection between Chriſtian 
doctrines and Chriſtian pradtice, as if Mrs. 
More intended therein to annex this pradtice 
to the mere profeſſion of thoſe doQrines, If 

I can at all underſtand the meaning of 
' words, ſhe certainly deſigned to ſpeak of 
the cordial reception of theſe doQrines, 
whereby they become not ſimply. ſpecula- 
tive opinions, floating in the head, or ob- 
truded from the lips; but embraced, | be- 
cauſe approved by the. heart : habitually en- 
tertained there, and, as it were, naturaliz- 
ed or domeſticated. From the uniform te- 
nor of her writings, this truth appears evi - 
dent : and you are, more than once, com- 
pelled to admit its demonſtration; although 
at every other period, from the beginning to 
the end of your Letter, you appear utterly” 
unconſcious of it. 


In the protrafted rain of argumentation, 
which extends from the gth to the 26th page 
of your Letter, you have written under the 
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impreſſion of an erroneous apprehenſion of 

the paſſage which you - toil to diſprove. 
Mrs. H. More, ſpeaking of the imperſect 
and partial views which many perſons enter- 
tain of the Goſpel, obſerves, that * thoſe 
« who would make Chriſtianity conſiſt of 
ce doctrines only, dwell, for inſtante, on 
« the firſt eleven chapters of the epiſtle to 
the Romans, as containing. excluſively the 
c ſym and ſubſtance of the Goſpel. While 
e the mere moraliſts, who wiſh to trip 
*©'Chriſtianity of her lofty and appropriate 
attributes, delight to dwell on the twelfth 
chapter, which is a table of duties as ex- 
« cluſively, as if the preceding chapters 
© made no part of Scripture.” Now, Sir, 
you have taken it for granted, that it was the 
deſign of the writer of the Striftures, io let 
forth this diſtinQion of the parts of the Epiſ- 
tle to the Romans as her own deliberate 
view of it. That herein you are grievouſ- 
1y-miſtaken, appears palpably on the very 
face of the quotation yourſelf have made, 
The truth, Sir, ſeems to be this. The diſ- 
tinction which ſo offends you, has often been 


— 


; 
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made, with the very view which Mrs. More 


condemns. From her own words in this 
paſſage, and from what I have heard, ſhe 
bas met with inſtances, of this fat: and 


therefore was led to adduce it, as an exam- 


ple, corroborative of the perverſion which 
| ſhe complains of. If her on opinion, of 
the charaQter of the ſeveral chapters of this 
: Epiſtle to the Romans is ſought, let it be 
aſſumed from her own words. „It is ob- 
& ſervable. (ſhe ſays) that the earlier parts 
c of moſt of his Epiſtles abound in the doc- 
* trines of Chriſtianity ; while thoſe latter 
e chapters which wind up the ſubjeQ, ex- 
& hibit all the duties which grow out of them, 
cc as the natural and neceſſary produQiions 


&« of ſuch a living root.” Thus, had you 
eſtimated Mrs. M's ſentiments by what ſhe 


profeſſes in propria perſona, and not accor- 


ding to what ſhe repreſents as the language 


of perſons, avowedly introduced as partial 


and miſtaken; ve ſhould have eſcaped the 
unpleaſant recurrence, which your book 


— 


preſents, of the words excluſively and lagi- 


| 64 
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cal therefore, which are gibbetted in Italics, 
leſt the curfory reader, or the dull one, 
ſhould overlook the force of their frequent 


repetition. 


In page 13 you aſſert, © that the law of 
« works exaQting perfect obedience as a title 


to reward, and pronouncing ſentence up- 


on the non-performance of that obedience, 
« was abrogated ; becauſe the parties living 
& under it were not in a condition to act up 
© to the tenor of it.”'* Here, Sir, you ſet 


" 
- — * — * — 
— — 


— 


— — 


* Of the general impropriety of giving any reaſon 
for the acts of the Divine will, which Divine revela- 
tion has not thought fit or needful to diſcloſe, I might 
remonſtrate: but I will only apply the following queſ- 
tion to this paſſage of Mr, D's Letter.—If the non- ſuf. 


| ficiency of thoſe who were under the law, was ſo clears 
ly a reafon for its abrogation, that Mr, D. can under- 
take to vouch for its being ſo; why were the ſanctions 
and penalties of the moral law of Moſes ſuffered to re- 


main in force 2000 years: And what reaſon have we 
to believe, that the Jews were in a better condition to 
« act up to the tenor of it, than Chriſtians at the pre- 
ſent day? . | 


3 
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yourſelf at iſſue with no ſmall part of the re- 
ligious world. To diſcuſs this point to the 
extent which the comprehenſive import of 
the ſubze& might render neceſſary, would 
probably lead me farther, than my leiſure, 
or the patience of my readers, permits theſe 
pages to be prolonged, 


In bringing forward Grotius to Mrs, 
More's view, I believe you introduced to 
her a very old and intimate acquaintance. 
I was ſomewhat ſurpriſed, that, after quot- 
ing the authority of this pious ſage, you 
ſhould be troubled with apprehenſions, that 
ce it might not be thought fair to bring for- 
& ward the authority of a learned commen- 
«© tator on ſuch an occaſion.” I was going 
to compliment you on delicacy ſo very refi- 
ned; till I diſcovered in the next ſentence _ 
that your forbearance was ſimply pruden- 
tial; and that you would not uſe the learn- 
ed commentator's authority, becauſe *there 
e was not the leaſt occafion for it. 


« * = 
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Your ſpeaking ſo often of the mere mora-· 
liſt and of his incompetency to ſpeak of du- 
ties that are evangelical, prompts me to re- 


commend to your cognizance a charaQter 


of which you ſeem to have little idea. I 
mean, that not uncommon perſonage, who, 


after enriching his mind with that pureſt ſyſ- 


tem of ethics which the Goſpel ſupplies, re- 
jets the evidence whereby that Goſpel is 


ſupported, and the doctrines whereby it is 
diſtinguiſhed ; and then prides himſelf in 
the ſyſtem of morality which he has ſtolen; 
and labours to depreciate the comparative 


excellence of the Goſpel, by diſplaying, as 


the boon of nature and reaſon, the riches 
with which that Goſpel has furniſhed him. 
—Such men, Sir, exiſt—They are ſome- 


times called mere moraliſts. If they appear 


to you any thing better; pray undertake 
their cauſe, for I confeſs I give it up. _ 

To your reiterated aſſertions, that there is 
no neceſſary connexion between Faith and 
Good Works, I beg leave to oppoſe the 
following declaration, which I ſelett from a 


* 
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very reſpectable ſummary of Chriſtian Doc- 
trines, which you and I have ſolemnly at- 
teſted the truth of: The twelfth article of 
our Church teaches, that good works “ do 
« ſpring out neceſſarily of a true and lively 
Faith.“ Here, Sir, you and the Church 

are manifeſtly in oppoſition. If you hefi- 

tate to admit this, I have other evidences to 
.the fat; and they are the Homilies of our 


Church; from which I extratt the following 


paſſages for your conſideration. Faith is 
„ not without hope and truſt in God, nor 
e without the love of God and of our neigh- 
« bours, nor without the fear of God, nor 
& without the deſire to hear God's word, 

« and to follow the ſame in eſchewing evil, 
* and doing gladly all good works.*”—Again 
% As the light cannot be hid, but will ſhew 
ce forth itlelf at one place or other: So a 
ec true faith cannot be kept ſecret, but when 
e occaſion is offered, it will break out and 


—— 
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* Firſt Part of the Homily on Faith, 
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© ſhew itſelf by good works.” Again 
& This true faith will ſhew itſelf, and cannot 
« long be idle: For as it is written, The 
6 juſt man doth live by his faith. He ne- 
$ yer ſleepeth nor is idle, when he would 


$& wake, and be well occupied. And God 


& by his Prophet Jeremy faith, That he is a 
te happy and bleſſed man, which has faith 
ce and confidence in God. For he is like a 


Le tree ſet by the water- ſide, and ſpreadeth 


* his roots abroad towards the moiſture, and 
« feareth not heat when it cometh, his leaf 


vill be green, and will not ceaſe to bring 


& forth his fruit: even ſo, faithful men 


& (putting away all fear of adverſity) will 


& ſhew forth the fruit of their good works, 


& as occaſion is offered to do them.. 


Again, Sir, © Saint Chryſoſtom ſaith, Faith 
4 of itſelf is full of good works: as ſoon as 
a man doth believe, he ſhall be garniſhed 


* with them.” T Again © As ſoon as a man 


PP * 
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Firſt Part of the Homily on Faith, 
T Ibid, 


+ Second Part of the Homily on Faith, 


.-” 
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te hath faith, anon he ſhall flouriſh in good 
6 works: for faith of elf is full of good 
& works.”*—Such, Sir, is the language of 
the Homilies of our Church. Once more, 
therefore, I repeat, that you and the Church 
are manifeſtly in oppoſition ; I ſhall rejoice 
to hear at ſome future period, of your re- 
conciliation; as it is ſomewhat diſtreſling, to 
obſerve an avowed enemy to ſchiſm becom- 
ing (doubtleſs unwittingly) the propagator 
of that worſt of all ſchiſms, a ſchiſm in fun- 
damental doctrines. I will only detain this 
ſubject a moment longer, to add, that when 
you ſhall find on reference to the articles 
and homilies, that theſe quotations from 
them are accurate; you cannot but retract 
the aſſertion contained in your Letter to 
Mrs. H. More, that the doctrine of the uni- 
on between Faith and Holineſs is not the 
doctrine of the Church vf England.F _ 


* Firſt Part of the Homily on Good Works, J 


+ . 39,—It would not be amiſs if Mr. D. would 


In page 45 you maintain that the poſi- 
« tion that faith muſt neceſſarily produce 
6 good works, leaves no middle charaQter 
e between the downright infidel and the per- 
« fe& Chriſtian.” Now, if faith is a grow- 
ing principle, which Scripture implies ; and 
if holineſs admits'of a progreſſive advance- 
ment, which Scripture and the univerſal ex- 
perience of Chriſtians teſtify ; there may be, 
and are as many intermediate ſhades of cha- 
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follow up this retractation, by an acknowledgment, that 
the charge of heterodoxy comes home moſt pointedly to 

himſelf, It is a charge, which I think I may without 
vanity conclude myſelf to have proved upon him to de- 
monſtration. I queſtion Whether Mr. D. was aware 
that he was writing ſo decidedly in contradiction to the 
doctrines of the Articles and Homilies, And yet he 
ought to have been too well acquainted with thoſe doc- 
trines, not to know that he was impeaching their truth, 
Still however, I cannot but believe, that while he was 
thus labouring to diſplace the corner-ſtone of Mrs. 
More's arguments, he was unconſcious that he was tear- 
ing up the foundations of the Church, I will ſay no- 
thing worſe of this matter, than that, in this inſtance, 
Mr. Daubeny appears to have met with the fate of John 

Gilpin, in going farther then he intended, 
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racter between the downright infidel and the 
perfe@ Chi iſtian, as there are gradations of 
improvement in faith and holineſs. That 
there is no middle character between believ- 
ers and unbelievers, ſtrialy ſpeaking, and 
ſimply conſidered as ſuch, is a truth that I 
not only admit, but would contend for : 
ſince every man who is not the one, muſt 
be the other. The man who'is a believer 
merely by external profeſſion, and not in 
ſpirit and in truth, I rank, without: heſita- 
tion, with the infidel : and no ſound reaſon, 
I apprehend, can be ſhown, why, in de- 
termining his real character, this claſſifica- 


tion may not be allowed. Yet, that all be- 


| Hevers are undiſtinguiſhable, ſo chat they 
exhibit no variations in the degrees of their 
piety and holineſs, is a poſition you could 
never deem admiſſible by any one; although 
you would charge this abſurd conſequence 
on the doEtrine of the connexion of faith 
and good works, 


Fou appear to apprehend much danger 
from the doctrine of this connexion ; and 
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fear © it. will lull the formal profeſſor of 
& Chriſtianity into a fatal ſecurity on a ſub- 
« zet of che firſt importance; by teaching 
“him to take that for granted which remains 
to be proved; and indolenily to expeR a 
& conſequence, which, according to the 
& economy of Divine grace, he is himſelf 
to become the inſtrument of promoting.“ 
I really ſee no cauſe for this alarm. No 
man can ſuppoſe, that the bare profeſſion of 
faith, conſiſting in a declared or implied aſ- 
ſent to the abſtrad or hiſtorical truth of the 
Goſpel, is that faith, to which holineſs is 
thus annexed. If ſuch an idea could ever 
find admiſſion into the brain of a man, who 
had a ſecond idea to compare it with; it 
muſt be ſpeedily expelled again, on the ve- 
ry firſt obſervation which he made on the 
world about him; in which ſo many lamen- 
table and conyincing evidences would ob- 
trude themſelves upon him, of the ſeparabi- 
lity of this ſort of faith, and holineſs of life, 
But, let the faith, thus coupled with holi- 


i. 
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neſs, be that faith which St. Paul inculcates, 

and our Church deſcribes; * that which 
Mr. Wilberforce and Mrs. H, More had in 
their view; and the danger you fear will be 
effectually guarded againſt. For, as this 
faith is underſtood, and declared to be an 
operative influential principle ; having its 
ſeat in the heart, and not in the head alone; 
then, holineſs may ſafely be repreſented as 
its natural and neceſſary conſequence : for 
no man can, in this view of it, find any rea- 
fon to reſt ſecure in an unſanQified frame of 
reliance on a ſuppoſed poſſeſſion of faith; 
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In the third Homily on Salvation, which I recom- 
| mend to Mr. D's ſtudy, If he or any other perſon ob- | 
jects to the Homilies on account of their antique dreſs, 
they are hereby informed, that this valuable body of 
ſound doQrine has been clothed in modern language by 
the very laudable diligence and judgment of Sir Adam 


Gordon, Prebendary of Briſtol : who by this truly pro- 


feſſional and honourable exertion of his talents, has 
merited the thankful acknowledgment of all true lovers 
of the primitive purity and ſimplicity of Chriſtian doc- 
trine, If anonymous gratitude can be acceptable, the 
writer of this, preſents him with a ſincere tribute of it, 
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ſince he will be driven to queſtion the very 


exiſtence of ſuch faith, as long as the fruits 
of holineſs remain unproduced in his ſoul, 
and undiſplayed in his life and converſation. 


Allow me, Sir, to ſtate, as a ſummary of 
my obſervations on this matter, that much 
ambiguity and inapplicable reaſoning appear 


in your pages, from your treating the ſub- 


ject of Chriſtian Faith, without taking any 
thing more into the account, than the cha- 
racter of faith, as an abſtract act of the un- 
derſtanding.* Thoſe, therefore, who have 
collected a more concrete notion of it, from 
the repreſentations of Scripture concerning 
its nature and operations, may well be ex- 


petted to meet with your oppoſition, I 


cannot help adding, that in your repreſen- 
tation of the doctrine of juſtification, you 


by no means bring forward into a due pro- 


minence of ſtation, that primary cauſe of 


| juſtification, the gracious imputation of the 


*. . 3 * 
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* The Homily on Faith expreſsly declares that 
2 this + is not properly called Faith, 
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meritorious obedience and death of the Re- 
deemer to the believer, for that purpoſe. 


There is a paſſage in this Letter, towards 
its concluſion * which I cannot but deem 
_ eontradiftory to the tenor of the preceding 
part of it; and which is certainly in oppoſi- 
tion to an aſſertion already quoted from 
your Guide to the Church. You ſay, con. 
cerning the genuine ſpirit of Chriſtianity 
& it certainly cannot exiſt, independent of its 
% prattical effects. Let this ſentence be 
contraſted with many paſſages that precede 
and follow it; and more eſpecially with 
your own declaration, that © there are no 
&* two things in the world which are oftener 
tc at variance with each other, than principles 
„ and prattice;” and what then will become 
of your confiſtency ? 


You fay, © Faith in Chriſt will certainly 
be productive of the fruits of Chriſtianity, 
« when the profeſſor has not been wanting 
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"a 
& to himſelf in the diligent and faithful uſe 
« of the means that have been inſtituted for 
« that purpoſe.” * According to this, the 
fertility of faith depends upon the “ profeſ- 
© ſor not being wanting to himſelf.” God 
forbid that this ſhould be the entire depen- 
dence of our fruitfulneſs in holineſs. This 
(to uſe your figure of ſpeech) is not only to 
reſt good works upon one leg, but upon a 
lame leg alſo. The neceſſity of human en- 
deavours, and a diligent uſe of means, I 
would earneſtly contend for: but I ſhould 
be very much afraid to reſt ſo very much 
upon them, as the import of this paſſage 
amounts to. I, moreover, inſiſt, that faith 
derives its vitality and energy from no low - 
er ſource than him who is the glorious ob- 
3eQ of it: and that faith contributes to enli- 
ven devotional exerciſes, inſtead of depend- 
ing upon the perfeQion of theſe exerciſes 
for its operation. Taking it for granted, that 
eit is no uncommon thing for ignorant 


« Chriſtians to expect the fruits of Divine 
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„ Grace, without making uſe of the means 
“of it; I heartily cloſe with your appreci- 
ation of ſuch conduQ: although I had rather 
you could have found ſome other word to 
expreſs your reprobation of this ar 
and folly, than that of © enthuſiaſm: a 
term diſtorted from its original meaning 5 
popular uſe; and ſtill ſubjected to ſenſes ſo 


various, that even its popular acceptation 


remains ſomewhat vague and indefinite. 


I cannot ſuppreſs an emotion of regret, 


on tracing the paſſage, wherein you ſpeak 
of perſons entertaining, what you term 
& that moſt erroneous idea, that the good 
* work of faith which the grace of God had 


begun in them, would not be left uncom- 
« pleated,” * That this idea, like many 


other very good and very true ideas beſide, 
has been ſometimes abuſed, I dare not queſ- 
tion. But that it is in itſelf a moſt erroneous 
idea, I dare not affirm, becauſe I cannot 


believe it; unleſs it ſhould be proved, which 


* P. 52. ; 
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never yet was ſuſpeRed, that the fixth verſe 
of the firſt chapter of the Epiſtle to the Phi- 
lippians is an interpolation. The Apoftle 
therein, having informed the Philippian 
Converts of his thankſgiving and prayers on 
their behalf, adds, Being confident of this 
& yery thing, that he which hath begun a 
good work in you, will perform it until 
the day of Jeſus Chriſt.” 
I have reaſon to believe, that the idea 
which you term moſt erroneous, has been 
both neceſſary to the ſupport, and effetual 
to the encouragement of many a ſincere and 
devout Chriſtian in ſeaſons of trial and trou- 
ble ; when a ſenſe of indwelling infirmity, 
and the ſtruggles of remaining corruptions 
againſt the renewing operations of the Holy 
Ghoſt within them, have rendered this, and 
fimilar declarations of the faithfulneſs of God 
to his children, unſpeakably precious to 
their fouls. God forbid that we ſhould tear 
away from an humble ſelf diſtruſting Chriſ- 
tian, one of the props that ſuſtain his hopes: 
for theſe hopes are all needful to animate his 
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fortitude in the ſpiritual conflict in which he 
is engaged. I may, and do deſire moſt ear- 
neſtly to lead ſuch a man to examine his 
foundations; but, for worlds, I would not 
overturn them. 


I could have wiſhed to cloſe this Letter, 
without giving ſcope to any feelings which 
are incompatible with that ſentiment of good 
will, which, on the general ſubjects of this 
- addreſs, I have endeavoured to preſerve. It 
is with ſome pain, that I yield to the neceſ- 
ſity which my duty impoſes, of bringing 
forward a paſſage of your Letter charatteriſ- 
tic of an unpardonable facility in hazarding 
aſſertions highly injurious and offenſive, 
yet utterly unſubſtantiated by argument or 
proof. I mean that paſſage contained in 
your forty-fixth page, which aſſerts, that 
« the groſs doctrine of faith without works, 
& and the more plaufible one of faith, con- 
6 fidered as neceſſarily produftive of them, 
& will be found to differ only in the dire 
and indirect promotion of the ſame fatal 
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c effects. Much labour, ſurely, ſhould 
have been employed in examining an aſſer- 
tion like this, before you ſuffered it to oc- 
cupy a page in a work deſigned for publi- 
cation. Some there have been among the 
pious, and the learned too, who vould 


have deliberated long and deeply, “ ere they 


would venture to publiſh a charge of ſuch 
ſerious and alarming import, as the one 
which you have here created , and con- 
ſigned to notoriety, without even heſitation 
enough to allow you leiſure for offering one 
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* Eſpecially, if for one page of a work, which ſeem- 
ed to countenance their conclufion 3 they found ſex 


hundred, of & tendency diametrically oppoſite. 


+ I uſe the word created in its ſtrict ſenſe. Mr, D. 
Has not framed this accuſation out of pre-exiſtent ma- 
terials. In conformity to the uſages of certain practiti- 
oners in another way, he may affix to this charge a la- 
bel, importing that he is the original inventor of it; 
and interdicting any infraction on his right to the credit 
and adyantage of it, He need not ſue for a Patent, as 
he may reſt ſecure of the ſole manufacture and diſpoſal 
of this article, 
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tolerable argument to ſupport it. But, Sir, 
I forbear toprolong remonſtrances on a ſub- 
je unpleaſant in itſelf, and diſcreditable to 
you: eſpecially, ſince it admits of this ve- 
ry ſummary termination. If this dotrine is 
really a ſource of Antinomianiſm, let the 
Article and the Homilies of our Church, al- 
ready appealed to, furniſh an anſwer to the 
charge. On them fix your objeRtions : and 
the friends of that Church, though they may 
not be qualified to act as her Guides, will 
yet be found ready and able to defend the 
purity and excellence of her tenets ; and al- 
ſo to vindicate the orthodoxy of thoſe, who, 
though not Preſbyters of this Church, are 
nevertheleſs her faithful and uſeful friends; 
and evidence their attachment to her, not 
only by preſerving the tie of external and 
vilible communion, but alſo by cordially 
maintaining her doctrine s, and acknowledg- 
ing her * ty. 


It is an incontrovertible fa, thee while 
Mrs. H. More is charged by you, on the 
35 r 


86 
one hand, with promoting the arevalonee 


of Antinomianiſm; ſhe is, on the other 


hand, repreſented by ſeveral perſons, as in- 
fiſting ſo ſtrongly and repeatedly on the- ne- 
ceſſity of good works, that, according to 
their views, ſhe has given a tinQure of le- 
galiſm to her ſummary of evangelical doc- 
trines. On conſidering this circumſtance, 
we are reminded of the picture which was 
expoſed in the market-place by the painter, 
in order that the paſſing ſpeQators might, 
each, according to his taſte, point out the 
faults of it, by touching them with a bruſh 
dipt in ſome colour. The poor painter ſoon 


found his canvas entirely covered with theſe 
liberal criticiſms ; and inſtead of its exhibit- 


ing any longer the genius, and labours of his 


pencil, nothing was to be ſeen but the obli- 


terations of the connoiſſeurs. 


Painters, and authors too, in all ages, 


have had frequent opportunities of ſympa- 
thizing with this unfortunate artiſt,*. | 
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* That I may not too much interrupt the general bu- 
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The circumſtance which led me to adduce 
the foregoing little narrative, recalls to my 
recolleRion another tale, of equal antiquity, 
and even more to the point. I mean that, 


in which the Grecian fabuliſt repreſents a 
poor man who had two wives, one of whom 


— „ 


fineſs of my Letter, I would throw into a note, an ob- 
ſervation which long ago occurred to me, and which 
the above ſubject has revived, About forty years ſinoe, 
it was ſtrenuouſly debated, whether our excellent Li- 
turgy ſhould undergo a reviſal and alteration, It ap- 
peared, that if all the objections to it were admitted, 
and the propoſed emendations allowed, not à line of 1 

would have remained unchanged. I verily am perſuad- 
ed, that if the Holy Scriptures chemſelves were ſubmit- 
ted to the correction of all who think they could im- 
prove them, they would ſhare a ſimilar fate, We ſhould 
have Socinian, Arian, Pelagian, and other connoif- 
ſeurs, dipping theit critical bruſhes in that gall of bit- 
ternefs, the pride of opinion; and the harmonious 
features of the Bible would be diftorted into a thouſand 
forms, and exhibit no longer any traces' of the divine 
original, If the connoifleurs juſt mentioned ſhould 
ever be embogied into a regular ſociety, Dr, Geddes 
* depend upon the mana; of | 
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indulged her taſte, in pulling out all the 


white hairs on his head; while the other 
amuſed her fancy, by rooting up all the 
black ones. Whether you are a mathema- 
tician or not, you vill be able in this in- 
ſtance to exerciſe your judgment on paral- 


leliſms. 


To theſe remarks on the foregoing ſele& 
paſſages of your writings, I beg leave to 
fubjoin the following obſervations, which 
apply generally to your objettions to the 
Practical View by Mr. Wilberforce, and 
the Striftures by Mrs. H. More. I cannot 


but notice, that the works which have ſet 
your pen in exerciſe, and on which you 


have faſtened your animadverfions, are two 
of the moſt celebrated, beſt intentioned, 
and moſt uſeful publications of the preſent 
age. I have heard of a ſuperſtition, preva- 


| lent among certain Tartar tribes, which 
f teaches their warriors to believe, that the 
heroic qualities and other virtues of thoſe 
who are killed in combat, are conveyed to 
the conquerors. Whether ſuch a proceſs 
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takes place in the oppoſition” of literary 
champions, I feel a little inclined to queſ- 
tion. But if ſuch a transfuſion had been 
poſſible; you could ſcarcely have made 
choice of antagoniſts, from the proſpett of 
whoſe defeat you could have anticipated a 
richer acquiſition, than that which the ob- 
jets of your attacks are capable of afford- 
ing. 


If you really hoped to ſettle the differen- 
ces which divide the religious world, and 
which conſtitute the oppoſition of dodtrines 
diſcuſſed in your Letters ; you have been 
miſled by a vanity, which cannot too ſoon 
be cured. If this was not your expeQta- 
tion, you have done worſe than waſted your 
labours ; for you have direQed them to the 
public impeachment of works confeſſedly 
excellent and uſeful : whoſe beneficial ope- 
ration you have done all in your power to 
| impede by that impeachment, unſupported, 
as it is, by evidence, and unfollowed by 
convition. An impeachment, which though 
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palpably gratuitous and arbitrary, yet when 
preſented to the undiſtinguiſhing and unre- 
fleaing minds of the majority of readers, is 

the more miſchievous, as it is unenlivened 


by ingenuity or vivacity; for many will 


fhrink from the taſk of deteQing its fallacy, 
rather than undertake the labour neceſſary 
to enable them to underſtand it. 


Had a ſimple wiſh of © ſubmitting to Mrs. 
& More's candid conſideration the ideas that 
« preſented themſelves to your mind” * been 
unmixed with a deſire of diſtinguiſhing 


yourſelf as an author, you might fully have 


executed that wilh by a private letter: and 
thus have avoided the apprehenſion, which 


now lights on you, that an ambition of con- 


netkting your name with thoſe of perſons of 


great eminence and celebrity, has led you 


to overlook the evil conſequences to be ap- 
prehended from an inconſiderate, invidious, 
and unſubſtantiated arraignment of the juſt- 
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„Vid. p. 11 of Mr, D's Letter to Mrs, More, 


11 


neſs of their principles, and the onbodoxy 
of their doctrines. | 


If your talents and zeal for writing de- 
{ mand exerciſe, and you cannot ſuppreſs a 
deſire of appearing as the public champion 
of Religion; let me intreat you to direct 
your future attacks againſt thoſe enemies, of 
whom the general welfare of the Chriſtian 
Church imperiouſly demands the conqueſt. 
While infidelity, ungodlineſs, and immora- 
lity ſtalk the land, and bare their unbluſhing 
viſage to the day; a Soldier, who is enliſted 
under the banner of the Captain of our Sal- 
vation can never be at a loſs for opportuni- 
ties of diſplaying his fidelity and valour. 
And he who will direct his vigilance aright, 
will not have leiſure to plan or execute any 
attacks whoſe utilicy is queſtionable ; till leſs, 
thoſe whole probable effet will be an injuri- 
ous one, Sorry am I to obſerve, that a Se- 

nator may outrage common decency in a li- 
centious novel; a ſoi-diſant Philoſopher 
may ſcatter firebrands, arrows, and death 

through ſociety ; a Doctor of Divinaty may 
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do his utmoſt to turn the Holy Scriptures | 
into ridicule and nonſenſe; and the Arch 


Fiend himſelf may deal out his ſeduQtions un- 


der the form of a German dramatiſt, with- 
out a remark or objeQtion from your pen. 
While the pious labours of the avowed and 
tried friends of Religion and Virtue are 
made the fubjeQ of cenſures, malignant in 
their tendency, however pure in their mo- 
tives; and themſelves called to the bar of 
theological criticiſm, for inculcating doc- 
trines, which their accuſer himſelf, and the 
whole body which he is a member of, have ſo- 


 lemnly pledged themſelves to POR and 


e 


And BY Sir, 1 bid you farewell. I 
have endeavoured, 'in this addreſs to you, 
to ſpeak {ſincerely and briefly, We are 


both entruſted with an high and holy com- 


miſſion, the diſcharge of whoſe duties pre- 
ſents ſo continual and forcible a claim on 
our time and attention, as to forbid the de- 


dication of a conſiderable portion of either 


to any purſuit whatſoever, which does not 
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embrace and promote the glorious purpoſes | 
of our miniſtry, 


The name of the perſon who addreſſes 
you is ſuppreſſed, from a perſuaſion, that 
no prejudice can ariſe to the effect of the 
preceding pages, by omitting to ſubſcribe 
this laſt with the name of the writer of them; 
for it has not, and probably never will have 
the property of adding any weight to the ar- 
guments of him who bears it; and who, be- 
ing contented with indulging an anxious de- 
fire that truth ſhould, above all things, be 
ſought after ; feels no ambition to be public- 
ly recognized as its ſupporter, beyond the 
limits of that ſphere of exertion to which his 
profeſſional duties confine him. 


A Miniſter of the Church of England. 
Sept, 28th, 1799. 


FINS. 


S. Hazard, Printer, Bath. 
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CONCERNING THE 5.40 
$T JUDGMENT. | 7 


he Reverend Mr. JonY SEN 
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